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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 1 -1 9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Dudkiewicz (US 2005/0172318 A1), hereinafter referred to as Dudkiewicz, in view of 
Ismail (US 2006021 2900 A1 ), hereinafter referred to as Ismail, in view of Sull (US 



2005/0204385 A1), hereinafter referred to as Sull. 
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1 . Regarding claim 1 , Dudkiewicz discloses a metliod for generating 
recommendations, the method comprising: entering a newly created preference 
category as feedback for generating a recommendation (fig. 11-13, pg. 8, paragraph 
84); 

and generating preference information corresponding to the newly created 
preference category (fig. 11-13, pg. 8, paragraph 84). 

However Dudkiewicz fails to disclose generating the recommendation based at 
least in part on the generated preference information. Ismail discloses generating the 
recommendation based at least in part on the generated preference information (fig. 1- 

2, pg. 9, paragraph 126). Motivation to combine the references is due to the fact that 
both deal with recommending programming for users based on profiles generated 
implicitly and explicitly. Therefore the invention would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Dudkiewicz and Ismail fail to disclose wherein the recommendation is generated 
for a user by the same apparatus into which the newly created preference category is 
entered by said user. Sull discloses wherein the recommendation is generated for a 
user by the same apparatus into which the newly created preference category is 
entered by said user (fig. 11-13, pg. 29-30, paragraphs 355-356). Motivation to 
combine the references is due to the fact that they require user input in order to 
determine the data to be subsequent data output to the user. Therefore the invention 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
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combine tlie inputs by known methods of programming to yield a system that can be 
locally updated. 

2. Regarding claim 2, Ismail discloses the method wherein the generating of the 
recommendation generates a recommendation for television programs (fig. 1-2, pg. 4, 
paragraphs 68-70). 

3. Regarding claim 3, Dudkiewicz discloses the method wherein the generating of 
the preference information comprises: accessing a remote network (fig. 1-5, pg. 5-6, 
paragraph 70); 

and searching the remote network for at least one keyword associated with the 
newly created preference category (fig. 7, pg. 6, paragraph 74). 

However Dudkiewicz fails to disclose retrieving at least one video clip and 
generating the preference information. Ismail discloses retrieving at least one video clip 
associated with the at least one keyword resulting from the searching (fig. 23, pg. 12, 
paragraphs 162-163); 

and generating the preference information from the at least one video clip (fig. 
23, pg. 12, paragraphs 163-168). Motivation to combine the references is due to the 
fact that both deal with recommending programming for users based on profiles 
generated implicitly and explicitly. Therefore the invention would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 
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4. Regarding claim 4, Dudkiewicz discloses tlie method wherein the accessing 
comprises accessing the Internet (fig. 1-5, pg. 5-6, paragraph 70). 

5. Regarding claim 5, Dudkiewicz discloses the method wherein the at least one 
keyword comprises a title of the newly created preference category (fig. 7, pg. 6, 
paragraph 74). 

6. Regarding claims 6 and 9, Ismail discloses the method wherein the generating of 
the preference information from the at least one video clip comprises extracting key 
frames from the at least one video clip (fig. 43, pg. 21, paragraph 249). 

7. Regarding claims 7 and 10, Dudkiewicz discloses the method wherein the 
generating of the recommendation comprises generating a user profile based at least in 
part on the preference information and generating the recommendation based at least in 
part on the user profile (fig. 13-14, pg. 9, paragraphs 92-93). 

8. Regarding claim 8, Ismail discloses the method wherein the generating of the 
preference information comprises: uploading at least one video clip associated with the 
newly created preference category (fig. 23, pg. 12, paragraphs 162-163); 

and generating the preference information from the at least one video clip (fig. 
23, pg. 12, paragraphs 163-168). 
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9. Regarding claim 1 1 , Dudl<iewicz discloses an apparatus generating 
recommendations, the apparatus comprising: a preference category entry system that 
allows a user to enter a newly created preference category as feedback for generating a 
recommendation for said user (fig. 11-13, pg. 8, paragraph 84); 

a preference information generating system that generates preference 
information corresponding to the newly created preference category (fig. 11-13, pg. 8, 
paragraph 84). 

However Dudkiewicz fails to disclose a recommender that generates the 
recommendation for said user based at least in part on the generated preference 
information. Ismail discloses a recommender that generates the recommendation for 
said user based at least in part on the generated preference information (fig. 1-2, pg. 9, 
paragraph 126). Motivation to combine the references is due to the fact that both deal 
with recommending programming for users based on profiles generated implicitly and 
explicitly. Therefore the invention would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention. 

Dudkiewicz and Ismail fail to disclose wherein the recommendation is generated 
for a user by the same apparatus into which the newly created preference category is 
entered by said user. Sull discloses wherein the recommendation is generated for a 
user by the same apparatus into which the newly created preference category is 
entered by said user (fig. 11-13, pg. 29-30, paragraphs 355-356). Motivation to 
combine the references is due to the fact that they require user input in order to 
determine the data to be subsequent data output to the user. Therefore the invention 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the inputs by known methods of programming to yield a system that can be 
locally updated. 

1 0. Regarding claim 12, Dudkiewicz discloses the apparatus wherein the preference 
information generating system comprises: a modem for accessing a remote network 
(fig. 1-5, pg. 5-6, paragraph 70); 

a search system that searches the remote network for at least one keyword 
associated with the newly created preference category (fig. 7, pg. 6, paragraph 74). 

However Dudkiewicz fails to disclose a retrieval system that retrieves at least one 
video clip associated with the at least one keyword resulting from a search performed 
by the search system. Ismail discloses a retrieval system that retrieves at least one 
video clip associated with the at least one keyword resulting from a search performed 
by the search system (fig. 23, pg. 12, paragraphs 162-163); 

whereby the preference information generating system generates the preference 
information from the at least one video clip (fig. 23, pg. 12, paragraphs 163-168). 
Motivation to combine the references is due to the fact that both deal with 
recommending programming for users based on profiles generated implicitly and 
explicitly. Therefore the invention would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention. 
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1 1 . Regarding claims 13 and 16, Ismail discloses the apparatus wherein the 
preference information generating system further comprises an extraction system that 
extracts key frames from the at least one video clip (fig. 31 and 43, pg. 17, paragraph 
209, pg. 21, paragraph 249). 

12. Regarding claims 14 and 17, Dudkiewicz discloses the apparatus wherein the 
recommender generates a user profile based at least in part on the preference 
information and generates the recommendation based at least in part on the user profile 
(fig. 13-14, pg. 9, paragraphs 92-93). 

Regarding claim 15, Ismail discloses the apparatus of claim 12, wherein the 
preference information generating system further comprises: a video loading system 
that uploads at least one video clip associated with the newly created preference 
category (fig. 23, pg. 12, paragraphs 162-163). 

1 3. Regarding claim 1 8, Dudkiewicz discloses a computer readable medium having 
stored thereon instructions for generating recommendations comprising machine 
executable code which when executed by at least one processor, causes the processor 
to perform steps comprising: entering a newly created preference category as feedback 
for generating a recommendation (fig. 11-13, pg. 8, paragraph 84); 

and generating preference information corresponding to the newly created 
preference category (fig. 11-13, pg. 8, paragraph 84). 
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However Dudkiewicz fails to disclose generating the recomnnendation based at 
least in part on the generated preference information. Ismail discloses generating the 
recommendation based at least in part on the generated preference information (fig. 1- 
2, pg. 9, paragraph 126). Motivation to combine the references is due to the fact that 
both deal with recommending programming for users based on profiles generated 
implicitly and explicitly. Therefore the invention would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Dudkiewicz and Ismail fail to disclose wherein the recommendation is generated 
for a user by the same apparatus into which the newly created preference category is 
entered by said user. Sull discloses wherein the recommendation is generated for a 
user by the same apparatus into which the newly created preference category is 
entered by said user (fig. 11-13, pg. 29-30, paragraphs 355-356). Motivation to 
combine the references is due to the fact that they require user input in order to 
determine the data to be subsequent data output. Therefore the invention would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 



Conclusion 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHARLES N. HICKS whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3010. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM to 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Chris Kelley/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 
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